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Statement QO IsSU_QS Qv Appeal

(1), The Administrative Laws Cearts determination

(L r'u(iﬂg av O&Ceﬂcﬁeﬂ-‘k Moot Mo{'(’cm, @adoc-’cﬂo[e,l‘éc
Defendant, was arbitrary and copricicus errfar, in
-H’)cr"g 5ucl9me,n4", iP r‘emc‘e,r’e,cj, bB po\!cs(‘iw_g Ap(oq_ucn’l'ttk
Obiection 1o Defendants Moot Motian 1o Dl'&Miss,
wauld have had practical MMQMWFS
Motien , lacked factual substance for Pinality on the
case , thereby, Mostness was nsufficient standing, in
that, Defendant did net resalue +he case wsith
meritaricus Onalidy, suberdinate 4o the issua of
C.oﬂ-"e‘cs\/er.sg. And Couct had cppor‘%w‘\i‘l’g = rule on
mertt of Cactual substance in Defendants Moakwess-
appropriatencss, by reasan of Appallants Oblection
to Meatness, by Appellants {(lustration, shawing that,
in accordance with Defendants grant on Retraactive |
Eacmed Work Credits, (REWCS), g3 one jssue,
demonstrated mathemakical ereoe ) in 'OQJC@QC‘{QY)‘/’_,T 9?‘(1?’?%,
which did nat resaive that issue Lor meritoricas Limality,
Weve-by , issue of cantroversy is ™ renmaiv, shawn by
Qo.c,“':, C)c.»ur‘[’. could have ru(acl o7/ ‘H’LQ_ ﬂQ,C.Q.SSH'B 100.!’ '
Defendant +u produce Sust result, subordinate 4o the
issue of contraversy, which weald suppart imtegrity
ol due pracess, and Surisprudevt respest of +he

principgle of arder, carried by substantive right.
(2). Administrative baw Caurd fucther, failed o rule
on the Sauth Caralina Dz,to'('. QC Correctioms
imstitational devial of Appellants grievances, “without
Aust cavsa? faor raling; dajrermining praper accounta "’}/“3*
(3). Administrative lbaw Court ruled 7 contrare
Qad-ucx(gy by its determination in “Orde~ Grauting

Motion To Dismirss 6n Moot Gr’oundS‘: as it was aslerte
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by the Caurt in fatnate (1), that Appellant claimed
he was net praperly awarded warl eredits Lran July
12, 20ib 4o present, end therelby, raised thic as o new
sSue . duis ecror 1S Mogn'hct'e.d by tHhe Lacf it was clearly
Hlustrated in Appellants Motian, “Cbiection 7o
Defondants Moot Maotion” that, said eredits wera
preﬂ'cus(g Q,S'{‘oblfsplec;, as ro;(-ua,( E,X;&'('Q_VIC.Q_.,b\) 4—Z\L
Max out date o€ March 28, 2018 as credited Cor +he
Ju\g (2. 2016 4= ,or&,sen:(— worlc pU‘CQf’MGJ/\(./Q,, See
KiasK entry Mo, 1T-#stHa  Thardby, Lactual errar
was a deferniimation vpan the Adnmiinistrative Law
Coarts raling.

@) See alse Exhibi+ E’
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Appellant, an inmate in the Rauth Caraltrna Dap'[‘. af
Caorcections, (Ss.c.0.Q)Y, braught Carth the issue o
contraversy, asserting that his right +o Wetroactive
Eorned (Jork Cr’ec//'-/:, (REWLC )Y, was deried withaut
Just cause , which affected the Cinality of sewtence
max aut date. And therefore, Larced Appellant ke exhaust
the. 8.€.D.C. Grievance prt\.ccz.c{m’es, aad thev, Appellant
had 4o Lile an appeal with +he [eath Caralina Adwministrative
Laws Caart, (ALQ), Case Na: 1700434, for defermining +he
qpprapﬂfc+e. Woel cred H’S‘, as (REWCC), OCC‘.C\r’diﬂg ta
<.c.0.¢. Palicy 21.07 (&.3), whick entailed the effoct o
the Mmax out date ac a grlevious (oss iscuce.

DQC&V}C‘QT)?L,' S.ec.0n.C. repr’eserﬂ'eoi ‘H/H’ngl’l +he
S.C¢.D.C. Dept. & Geveral Caunsel, Pifed “Maticw 72
DismisS As Moat? Exchibit O] ag Defendant asserted, “ the
DIvisiaw oF O,oer“a'//'cWS Qlec{'ecﬁ e gr‘dﬂ‘{' Appde,((C\Vl'(' tHie
earned warlk credits he was entitled ” Lhile in 4he same
beeathe , asserted Defendant did ve Wrong. fee alse,

(74,0;0 Q_//avafs Cbiectian Ta Fos pandewtc Matran T Disiniss As
Mot ) Exhibit E} where ,Appellant ascordc that, in \Quc‘l', the,
(REWCS) granted by Defendant established a news max aut
date . See Exhibit A, which was cantaminated by erdar aof
inCor‘r’Q,Q"' c:q\c.u(ajricsm , tahich ci(c& nat o ucrfe tes @ QQ«‘HQ_Q.""
effect an Hhee max cut date, and thereby, the dSudicial
reselve is not conclusive , Wherefore , the case remains
as an I1Ssue of caq '{’r‘Q\/QI’S9 due e the same. aver- run,

pas!’ the carrect max ocut cbcl-l'ed,log apprcsgor('G%Q_ n_uMIQOJ‘
o€ (REWC<Y not resaived. 5

Apnpcellamts “Staterment OF [ssues 6n Appeal’ Ciled
in the CALC), Seo Exhibit = page (2), pdrqgrth (2),
ascerted , “Tue administrative remedial devials have

violated Appellants Liberty Interest by cantinuing +o
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imprisen Appellant b:e,gcncl the (egq( sentfence.

< tatement GC The Crase
And_
Le_ga( /-\Hqume_vr['

/m@ Court Pailec[ te make a cleor d@.“'e.r‘MiﬂQ‘('('Qﬂ 'Pr‘QM
Appo_HoV\‘PS QbSQc‘HG?’I, E)(/W'bf'/ (E,’ Cr‘c'_\.m Appe“&vl‘llsl‘ (L(QCH’
iHlustration he put Carciard, by the point being made., iv
Appellant’s argument expressed thraugh fhe chasen
termis in the chracae “Qqui+qblm Q.Cl)UiVQ(QﬂQQ, » page (1),
par‘&gra,ok (2), and Qagae (2), porqgrc],oh (s), understacd
by +he term’s delivitive sense they represent wbon used
tv1 the ohrase, iz such an exhibition, by establiching +the
illustrative campacisan of +uwa distivet eloments as
values, cancernivg the calcalation Lor earmed warld eredifs
(e esY. The illustration high (ights the Ruz2y math errar,
by exnibiting Defendants max aut date of 12712117, Exhibit
‘A%, as auacded by ‘Oivision 0F Opacations) which in eflect,

oppc\ofe_n“g dapﬂaqicr(’ed the Q,S‘{'C\b‘('stﬂzcl warle eredits Car
Appellants wark werfarmance ag a Librarg Clerl, with
Hee max aut date ol 27287 e, ar, the calculatianm

de preciated +he (REWCS)Y, if vlewsed Pram an QCLUHQ‘O(@
equivalevwece starndavd, whereby, shewing combined
carned. warle eredits wauld shawy the max cut date hac
G(r’Qodg passe,&.

Weald i+ matter +o Hhe Courd il Apwoellant wias
aclarded (20 Aags oc (22@) days earned warlk C,c’Qdi‘{'S,
When the inttial CLUQS‘(’(G() of carrectness remaing aw
issue of the arigianal coﬂ{'fé,ufgrgg ? /rl’LQ(‘Q,C::)F‘Q/, 177
r‘e,cxdrvig Appellants “Cbyectiom! it ig clear + sea the

qystevy of apprac riate. (REWESs) was eonfraver {'ed)
- wat by raisivg o “7eas /ssue, as asselted by the Court

Grder; Nnaws oppe,cx( ed .
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A,Qp&l'qﬂrl", in \Oqc;(", did net raise oo news issu , buﬁ ,
instead, made am dbiection agaimst Defendavts “Maat
Matien ) becanse, the (REWLCS) gran+t, was vague , and
withoat explaivation, (subtleN. See Extbibit F} page
(2), Picst paragrapl, as Appdlant merely made aw
etailment illastration of Hie cavitfroversy; as eatallmest
means : “strict, lagical ar ona(g-ﬁcq( implication Cas
IOQ_'(’LJQQV\’) +wa s('a{—amew{’,s, <a tHiat ove can be deduced
Lram the other om ourely logical graunds)” And thraugh +Hee,
use of Purther illustrative terms as ‘equitable ; which
means: “ the sameness v +ruth value: specifically « 4he
logical relationship halding between +wa statements il
they are either both +rue o beth false: mutual cﬁQdUQJ(G’o}[’nlg
or recipracal entddment, specifically : the relationshir
\nolcling botween twa statements iC e affirm ave and to
deny Hie other wiauld result im a cantradiction.” All of
these dekinitians came frana the © o bsters Third fecs
Taternational Oictiomary.” Appallant merely stationed his
argunient on the camparisans of the fwa wark
peﬂ(’c:*mawce_, carved warl aﬁ?.d'\-l's)-por‘ o mare clear
ex plainatery Pinality, Pac the purpase of aveiding the
mer rg-ga-round, bf forcing Appellavt ta retarmn 4= Hre
institutianal QHE'Q_\IECQ, pOratesSS, which on (g pPraves ta
chelter +he same nan-clarifications.

Appellant abvicusly has gone fo great length by +he
exercise ev extrapaslative interp retatior , et because
o€ infransigent ivfellectualism, rather, i+ (s because of
the abtuse need for shawiing caute and presudice by,
the deliberative derailing of Appellaqts 1aitial issue by
administrative circumlacution, as Apeellant has
etruggled with +he administration aver Sustice on the
Issue, as established in Exhibif €7 page (1) paragraph
(Y, (kioskK eatry Ms. 1T-55 2329 ), and in cshawing +he
continuaus deviial of accauntability, See Exhibif O;

Pirst paragraph: “lardesn determined +he instifation
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Pollowed policy appropriately.” Aad +his clearly is
controverted by “Kiosk entry Ms. 17-558329. Exhibit
‘E’ See alsa Step | Grievance .

Tt i< +the resuldant Fram such academic chaas, Fram
the institutional rhetaric, through denial, and shifting of
acc oumta bilit+y, and VaguenesS +hat leads + clhalleviging
ambiguities, and “4tae Kwon dae \iKe semantics, v
abreviated livguistics, contaminated with disecase of
cynical -pﬂ’t\/czli‘('y, and predudicial bent +hat has caused
Appellant +a defend ogG'MS'(' um“ulg fnvasian of his r‘i-g.(4+
ta Sustice | throagh +ie rule o laws unadalferated,

It is Purther because of the custem of such
institudional linguistic bent for Cructration of the
grl'Q\(a'nCL Pracesyg, which cr’e,cr(’es the dewand far ™MQre,
cogent, (tegal), clarifications , as made abvicus by the
want v Defendants ‘Mation 75 Dismiss As Moat’ aud v
Exhibit A’ where by, neither issue survive a standard
Por Surisprudence aralysis, Pav resalve of +he cantraversy,
sther than fae want «C recz2ing adiudication , by; (1):
back of adiudication ov +he Wardews determivatian, in
accardavce with Defendavtt asser fon that the
imstitution Lallawed palicy appre pr(d{'dg:“c‘_\f('hqu‘F pQQ{':J
and i cantrary to the avallable evidence, “Na. i7-55 AZED.
and Senc pd(ic.t) 21.07, as was 'mi-l'ioug raised by Appellant
iv his grievance, whick illustrates Hie institudians michandeling
of +he is=ue , and \/Qr’(’ggs Aopellavts statement, “dewied
withaut Sust cause? See Exhibit E’ Liest paragraph , and
Rtep 2 Gerievavice , shewing here , the institution shiffed +Hie
accountability far a 19-S# Perm anfa Lt Freemarn, as
cppased tu apprepriately interpreting +he 21,87 palicy,
as pointed aut by Appellant. Aad such actions Fram tack of

accowrtability +a pracess on ly serves +u taint the defeuse
of Hhe institution. (2): Lack of cogent mathewmatical
summary on the (REWC), far the purpsse of ausiding
cordectness challenge that etherwise farces Appellant
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bacl through the revelving dear of the grievance pracess,
Prom Defend ants non-existence of fact, subardinate
to the issue of coantrevers R and wv reoscmobfq Parca_s
challenge on +he subtle math o Exhibit- A’ document,
and the callateral max ant date of 12712/ (7, becausa i+
does not imprecc upan a sustainable Cact Car aver'camivg
Appellants abiection, which leaves cpes the obviaus
supposition +hat +Hhe appliecd (REWCs) caleulated Pram e
pre ex(s('iﬂg max cot dafe of /220718 leades a q)ueé‘f(cf?(lb(q
Aisc_r’e_pencg, the (ALC) ignares Par appropriateviess
of (REWCS)Y, evan by the retragrade_ effect an the
2/22 /18 ~ax aut date Pram the tlected (RELICS).
Appa“c&w-(—' has wioerled con{'aﬂUC\”B Pram MCIH 2014 + the
present, with the exception of appra ximately tua weeks
between dob change , enly as oo resuld of jastitutional
dace fransfer, thereby, the fotal caleulation far earved
waork eredits reflected Pram the document Exhibit- A, on
the pendected max aut date infriages upew the
cocfactness of the apprepriate namber o (REWEs)Y,
by +estimany of the preiected max outdate oF 12/12 /17,

Appellantc abiection did wat entertain o nes issue
bhased upan the issue. of C,Qﬂ-('rc»\/e.r’,sg aver the 9r’{'au'cous
less, OQQQW&Q“+ " ch,{" r‘al'SQ_d r’cbu-(—*l’olola 1SSue \n
“Moot Mation! on ‘ldarden's determination’ which
Ap petlant rebutted, and Lurther lastrated
De,(f’a,nclcm-(—'s equally fallible standing en +he issue of
credible (REWCS)Y, which the Court shoald not 1gvore, as
oppc’cx/pr(a-l'un ess of the whale recard.

ihe. wihale of Hhe in S"’HU‘N\Q?’I‘PQ““’B ot the Qtep 2
Griedanc e Farm , by the space far inmate grievance
being shortened to half the space of the [tep 1
Grilevance Farm , appears +o be purpc:sse.c} for +he
consalidation upan +he grievance , which Appellant
- responded by citing the institutions ead result of denging
Apeellants grievance without Just cause, which called
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for addudication in the (ALCY om +he issue of (REWGS)
contraversy, and denial without Sust cause , wherehy,

as Appellant has demenstrated the Defendontt Exhibil
‘A’, contains a ,grevious shewing with the election of
numbers contraverted by the fact of infecting the max
sut date , and previcusly established earned work credits,
there by, d@_pm‘\;{ng Appellant of +he full force and efPect
af the S.¢.D.C. Policy 21.07, as eutlined iv Appellants |
Appeal, showing +hat as Appellowt was Lorced +o work
and thereby, threugh recipracated carned wyork credits,
established by law, the administration’s erronecas
caleulation gave o grieviaus less against Appellant,

as the assessSment gave canverse QCPad—,- established (aw
shaws, by ervor of max out date. ,

Appellants obdection Lo Defendants Moot Moatiom,
was an entitlement challenge to Defendands ursustaivable
argument for mosktness, as maoot implys Hhat the issue
in the case is demied practical purpase by Deferd ants
Exhibit A’ but is clearly contraverted, shouling issue
of cantroversy is in remain, even as Defendant asserts
"Moot Mot iaw ! Appellant was entitled +o +he (REWCES).
Appellant fs thereby, indisputably entitled 4o +he Qull
Porce and efPoct of the issue app rap riately resalved,
with elarity and accountability e apperepridte Linality,

In praetical parlance, Nefendant comtinues 4=
rjemy oppvc&pr’(q-@awess ot Gc:CQun{—o'o'ili{'y Pae Warden’s
. decision ov instituticnal eperations, and appropriate
efPect of (REWCS), which cantinues +a pevalize
Appellant withaut Sust cause . Shawiqg clearly ,the (ALCE)
ruling was evrar, based upan view of reliable, prabative
and substantial evidevca on Hie whale vecard.

App@_“cufh" pf’opouﬂ&Q& ‘m{’@"f’ﬁgq{'c\i"iﬁs 1 his .
appeal in +he (ALC),spe_c(Ct'c,al(ﬁ rectues(—ivg ﬁes\ocﬂdaﬂ+
to P(o&uce/ clarilication ont Methed for calcula{'ing earned.
Wor K ceredits. Nocl ever, Q&Spcﬂé\eﬂ{’ did vmat ccmplg,
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Appellant is seeking Sudicial determivation far
ruling which would impoese upev Defendant, SHate duty
for shawing an accewntability for Appellants grievicus
less, by Defendant providing material fact of edidence,
Lar Wavden’s determination that ivstitutions decision
was aperepriate , iv that, Apecellants grievance (s),
was dewnied witheot sust cause, as asserted by
App ellant, and Defendant must preve atherwiise , ot
JQust make a statement by caniecture , without
substawvtiation by fact subardinate +o +he issue.

Alse, dudicial determination fo¢ Orde~ impasivig
upen Defendawvit, far shawing cenclugively, mathematical
methad for ardiving at calcalation numbers faor the

retroactive earned wark credifs, which dees nat disturb
the previcusly established max cut date o& 27280714,

Por +he purpaose of clarification of recard. Avid +his
must include translation for the prascribed equasior,
dependent upan statute avd policy showing autharidy
upan the specific (carned prata cal invalved v the
assessment an Earned lLlork Credifs applied +u Appellart
for the duration of the wark performonce Crana May
2814 4o duly 12, 2016 i accordance with ODefendasits
dates in DeCeandants Exhibit A’

In ovder +o adaid cantinual canfusion aver the
Issue of subtle shawing en earned wark creditnumbers,
App ellant is requesting showing by Defenndant av a
treatise , en the <abdect of Fared (Wark Cred/ts.

Appellant is further requesting Court +o issue

an Order for Appellants immediate release Prant the
canstraints of the state.
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SCDC # 359236
LEGG,RONALD LEE

-SCDC OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EARNED WORK CREDIT ASSIGNMENT

Exhorr A
09/25/17
Cc058820

EWC INQUIRY ,
' CURR LOC..: EVANS
ASSIGNMENT: 2000 . EDUCATION . . .. ...

JOB CODE...... : 07015

JOB RATE......: 2

FULL/PART IND.: F

HRS/DAY.......: 08
DAYS/WEEK.....: 5
LAST ENTRY:

CREATED BY: B SCOTT

SELECTED RECORD DISPLAYED...

PF11-QUIT PF10-MAIN MENU

. OFFENDER TYPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT SENTENCE

.CUSTODIAL WORKER

START DATE..: 05/02/14

END DATE....: 07/12/16

TERM REASON.: 15 LATERAL TRANSFER

ON: PROJ MAXOUT-DATE: 12/12/2017

ON: 09/21/17

PF8-NEXT ~
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By éfh ( b l’q‘/ SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS >
o - g )

" INMATE GRIEVANCE FORM

- | STEP 1

INMATE NAME:__Korald L. Leagq , OFFICé Ié_?li ONLY ]
_ _ . ' T =%~ &= ¥ % =[] |Grievance No. SL-OSS A
SCDC NUMBER: _359236 il 1l |Code: General_€CC
INSTITUTION: __ E-wans | MAY 312017 Policy
: - : Disc. Hear.

HOUSING UNIT: __F3-188 AN Class

; - v /
WORK ASSIGNMENT: Lau> Lubmfg Qlerle Date Received O[] [/ T

| | . : B IGC Initials_ ____~T(,

STATEMENT OF GR

IEVAN CE (Indicate the date of incident, and if the gtievance is a challenge to SCDC Policy, specify
which policy. Include supporting d(A)ciJm‘entatit\m.and attach answered RTSM or Kiosk reference number.) )
1. fwas not credited for twse years waorlke histary as a ‘derm wacler
10 Chefakee D’ frem MCU;? 2014 & May 20l6, as 4 d(sco‘deﬁgﬁ\ +V\g+ e
Parale Roard had e recerd o@,»cmﬂ theyy through elassiticefiem.
Appareatly, the Qicst Case (dairKer at Cherslkee dariag Fiis fime
had +Hre re_cLu'lr’e_c\ C19-58Y Povm cahich does vist news exist £5r cre ‘\{'Mq
the warle drame . fo correct this abiense of dacument £ QaL(cc.Ach& U e
the provigiens set fardliia Policy 2107 (s.c.0.0) far retcactive. .
woril eredit, atd i1 accardatce Hith ¢ 8.3) of tha selicy, 4 acquive
the, pecessary statemiants Prece deie S0 Q. Q,'v'\p(QLj,QL& a .
verificatisa of reeard, (4) Prene b+, Freamean, (2) Preme C.Q. Martig,
Cand addit{anally a shatem et (3) Crem tamate Sageryiser.s Rames
nccarditaly, aad turned these adeor o Ass. Warde o MAeEaddeys i
Aol of 2617 and Calleused up with copies givea += Cose Liaricae
M. Bauwnedt: Ms flevngtt seat the iafarmaticn 4o Befheoo, wibhm
tHien proce.ssed thaw itfermation witth Coeluabia. ,

4 Wave. alse orécesced this i1formaticn on +he Kioslc
fAmate Kecords , # i7-556373 and Classification,# (7-5583835, W
anstde’ by auther #C co 22428), +he issue for waric c.x”eclH'.} VETVE
defecred Fo the issue of a vien- xistent (19-3%) forra, aqc did
not address the refroactive prc;\.fcs/(('cn (¥4 accm«\‘&o\fxce coidl

e D . Pelicy 21.Q7 (8.3) as prace SSed, . -
5 L’/L %ifagraa(_ L..?-H\ Hm_vaq < lie beccif_z((:)e,. the. issue ob +h (.l‘}-S‘f)
Faein 1s a7 Insuticignt staading wiuch a%mp}r#a make palicy
21,07 ( 8.2) insignificat. : S "

” -~
e
P L

ACTION REQUESTED: {4 kaq)u.es-{' (g the- acigicnal 3 far 5 qeod
tHime Lov Werling ag adaerm Berler, Cranm May 2aid tu” May
20l i1 actarddica, wauth 5.¢0.C. ey, 21.0T (R.3), because tha
(12-S4) Cocrm has aa insuflicient clewdiag (neq-exdsteqt)

ACTION TAKEN BY IGC: [ | PROCESSED [[] UNPROCESSED [ ] OTHER

| | ', P RPNy /&
@éﬂ)ﬂﬂ\é& OLNC S - .
. - o d;@ab wE)7|

IGC Signature Date

(CONTINUE. ON REVERSE SIDE)
SCDC 10-5 (Rev. October 2013)

S M -



WARDEN'si DECISION AND REASON:

¥ Inma’re Legg:

| 4Th|s is in response to gr'levance ECI 0557-17 B ‘

L=

I have r‘ewewed your-grievance ¢ and the fac‘rs lAccor'dmg to notar'lzed
documentatlon r‘ecelved from SCDC personnel ,staff member Lt.-K. Fr‘eeman and
Offlcer S. Martin, you were a. dorm .worker in Cher‘okee Unit D wing from May

2014- -JAay 2016’ doing various JObS However‘ therg
" that you were actually 055|gned to the dorm as a
(who ho longer employed, with SCDC Uano
to show your job asagnment (lf appllcable) at Th(
not be able o back date any wor'k cr‘ed|ts Based

..l .
i

grlevpnce is denied.

(
Bl
v

I acceptithe Warden's decision. and-tonsider the' matter closed. ,

E../ I cl‘. not' a\.cept the Warden's (lec1Slon and wrsh t appet L

;Tievant Signature S ‘Date - L

e is no documentation showing
worker by caseworker: Ms. Hunt

Tunate ly without the SCDC form 19-54

1t time Central Classnflccmon will
on the information provided, your

LA D LT

Warde Slg;§ature Date

IGC Signature Date

INSTRUC’lFlONS FOR COMPEL‘ETING‘-ST;EP 1 GRI-EVA.

NCE FORM

An mformal resolution shall be attempted prlor to the filing

o of Step 1 by -sending an Inmate Request to Staff

Member (RTSM) form or Kiosk reference numlber to thel
RTSM must be attached to the grievance when the grievande
Complete each section in its- entlrety wrrtmg onlly in the sy
will be permltted ' : v |
Only one (1) issue is to be. addressed on. eznch form

approprlate supervrsor A copy of the answered
e is filed.
ace provided for inmate use. No additional pages

Submlt the completed form by placing. 1t m the (,rlevance Box at your mstltutron within eight (8) working

days ol

the date on the: RTSM response, pollcy grievances can be filed at any time.

Disciplinary and

Classification Review appeals must be submltted vithin five (5) working days of the hearing/review. Do not

write in the space pr ov1ded for the Warden s response.

If you are not satisfied with the Warden' s decusrpn, you
within 'hve (5) days of your receipt.of the W'n( en's deci
Grlevance Box at your institution. ’

"nay appeal to the approprlate responsible official

ision, by placing your Step 2 appeal form in the

Aot )Gl
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: ; ST SOUEH CAROLMADEPWMENT OF. éOlilRﬁ- IONS l(jj (_p lc9‘~l[

- ; f‘d 11 INMATE GRIBYANCE FORM
; S e STE? Vi 2 2007 . Office Use Only
e J 2 ZD IT - - I ¥ LV = | T T T T T T T e o
]l ' i \OF . Facilia ur"“@ﬁevance No. FZC:L . -’I
INMATENURIEE fﬁbﬁia(k/[!: La L—’ quq DN\S},O\:\\-E\TE REOURDDICOde ge?eral C u co ]
j olicy ;
IscoeNuMBER: _ 359 236 AECEiwep o Hear.. |
d 5 PREA .
;INSTITUTION E-vans ‘-»/ l IUN 28 2017 Date Received: ( f
| :

Date Received:
IGA Initials:

'HOUSING UNIT:____ B A- |3 RY:

1
| WORK ASSIGNMENT: bacy leb Fax Q) Cler
i e

|
I
|
{ IGC Initials:
|

| INMATE'S REASON FOR APPEQL (state spe 1ﬁc dis atlsfactlonzl 4 am appealir m y Hhe Wardens |

decisian becquse 1 no co e o 35&(15‘2_ orloss o EWC|
'documentation, and shoul no{- bo penalize Far odwums ra{-\\le./ |
| failures b ex-employee Ms. Hunt. How ev: QH, Para 8.3 of :
1S:€.0.C. Policy Number 21.067, specifically prosltc? uch 1
;admmns{'m{‘nig failyres ‘by the provison fae 'f |
policy ﬂqeﬁ’eby is no respac;h\fe, but "rzme t bge_cqcmm of |

|

|

'such Fa‘lure.s as with the ‘Case (Jorker u{ :
_;par‘ grapgh 1 * eqsuwe + ag r'eco(t( e mmn&foﬁ fg’igper‘ cmc{

:{hpc;f\[ all E\L/eé cc'!mt& 1S accuratel efrl'er{ia inte the com put %

4 Nhave. provide 2. necessary correct v c -

'69 pmdlcﬁ|n9 +he Hﬂr'e.a C3) _s%)c;r’m . .}?-- . QC:‘FC;M%QS 3”@‘?

° ’fhls 15 a Libecty Issqe.  Grievant Sigpa So/ PDate_&-15-(7"

|RESPONSIBLE OFFI AL’S DECISION AND REASO(N ]
A Staff Memoranda from Classification, for the dates of March 28, 2014 to March 9, 2017, has been rev1ewed to determine your job :
aemgnment history. On July 27, 2016 you were assigned to perform as a Library Helper in Education. “The Classification Case | |
Manager or designated Caseworker ensures mstltutlonal compliance with the Agency’s EWC policy/procedures are followed. That :
duty includes maintaining updated job de31gnat10r1s To confirm your work status between the dates of May 2014 and May 2016, ,
proper documentation must be verified by obtaining a completed SCDC Form 19-54, Inmate Job/School Assignment form. There
are no records that indicate you were a531gned in such capacity during the dates in question.

'
i
I

| Therefore, your grievance is denied.

| You may appeal this decision under the Administrative Procedures Act to the Administrative Law Court. In order to appeal, you ]

l
|
!
|
l
!
I
must fill out the attached Notice of Appeal Form and ‘submit it as instructed on the form within 30 days of receipt.
| .

|

i
| Responsible Official Signature &

i
! _ V1 owe 72417

|The decmon rendered by the respon31ble official exhausts the appgs process of the I mate Grievaice Procedure. I
] i hereby acknowledge receipt of the ofﬁc1a1 s response and understand this is the Agency's final response to this matter.

b &da

IGC Slgnature Date :

(SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS)

SCDC 10-5A (Rev May 2015)
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. b I’///j STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ]
e E 74'_ A ~ ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT
Ronald Legg, #359236, ) Docket No.: 17-ALJ-04-0434-AP°
‘ )
Appellant, )
) Hon. S. Phillip Lenski
V. ' ' )
) o
South Carolina Department of Corrections, ) RESPONDENT’S MOTION TO DISMISS
_ ) AS MOOT
Respondent. )
)

This matter is before the Administrative Léw Court (ALC) pursuant to the appeal
of Ronald L. Legg (Appellant), an inmate -incarcerated with the South Carolina
Department.of Corrections (SCDC). Appellant filed a Step One Grievance on May 26, |
2017 regarding his earned work credits. Tilis grievance was denied after the Warden

 determined that the institution followed policy appropriately. Appellant filed a Step Two
Grievance on-June 19, 2017. This grievance was also investigated and denied on July 24,
2017. | |

Upon further review and a meeting with the Office of General Counsel, the

Division of Operations has elected to grant Appellant the earned work credits to which he

is entitled. See Exhibit A. Therefore, SCDC considers this matter moot and respectfully

- Respectfully submittez\——@

Melissa J. Arnold
Staff Attorney
Office of General Counsel
3.C. Department of Corrections
4444 Broad River Rd.
Columbia, SC 29221
September 25, 2017 (803)896-1278
Columbia, South Carolina

requests this court dismiss it.
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ALCE Case Mo.: (7TCO424
GrleNarice. Ne.! ECT &87-17
Sudge lenski

Appellant exhavsted Seuth Cardlina Department of
Correction’s Grievance procedures by filing inmate Sten
| and Step 2 Grievance Forms for: wark histary arnd
earnied work credits caorrection, thraugh pursuing $.¢.0.C,
Palicy 20,07 pravisions for Retroactive Earmed liork
Credifs’, because of administrative failures in documen-
tation on Aepellants worle histary which has effect an
Appellants Liberty Tntere s+,

e administrative remedial denrals have vislated
Appellonds liberty infersts by continuing t imerisan
Acpellant begonf-%l')tl,(&g&( sentence , and tHhereby
denies Appellants vights by Cailing +a give statutary
remedy as grieved | ard 10 having failed 4+ do so pmcedurﬁ-

ally, and substantively by Hhe following issues:

(A), Vialation of canstitutional and statutaeg
pravisions, aad (v,

(8). Clearly erranecas decision v viewy of reliable
probative , and substantial etdence ov Hhe whale
re_c’_Qr’cl, and n.

(a). Arbitrarg and capricious o characterized by
abuse ot discretiav by clearly denyivg +the ebvicus
illustrated remedy, thereby shawing effart +o Lrustrate
Appellants pracedural and substantial right< which
have beaer clearly preSudiced, based upen Apeellants
clasgiPrlecation as a State prisenier, aud +harelby :

(D). Denying equal pratection of +he laws, vialatizg

Appellants P racedural atd substantive rights in

accordance with the pratections guaradteed by the U.S.
Constitutianal FiPth and Fourteentl Amead ments ard State

of South Caralina’s Canstidfution At | § =,
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